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This was certainly true of Hjalmar Ny- 
gaard. X do know that I will always value 
and cherish his memory. There were 
facets to his character. He was highly 
capable and he approached his job here 
in the Congress as one of opportunity 
and duty and service instead of some 
just due he deserved. He was a man of 
subtle humor, kindness, consideration, 
thoughtfulness, and understanding. He 
was a wonderful Christian. 

I will miss Hjalmar Nygaard as I know 
all of his many friends will miss him. 
We have lost a dear friend and the sud- 
den news of the loss increases the sad- 
ness and the sense of the depth of loss. 
But I am thankful for his memory and 
I extend my sympathy to his wife and 
family. 

Mr. MOSHER. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
member well that Hjalmar Nygaard was 
the first new Member of the 87th Con- 
gress whom I happened to meet after ar- 
riving here in Washington, when I also 
was a new Member. I had a very special 
feeling for Congressman Nygaard, per- 
haps for that reason. I remember well 
the lively, pleasant twinkle in his eyes as 
he spelled his first name and said, “Just 
forget that H.” 

It always seemed to me he was a salt- 
of-the earth type of man, and definitely 
a product of the great American Midwest 
at its best. 

He was a quiet, unassuming man. But 
when he talked, it was worthwhile listen- 
ing, because his ideas were good, his 
thinking was sound, he was forceful and 
well informed in his beliefs. 

Hjalmar was a teacher and a scholar, 
and every inch a courteous gentleman. 

He was not only successful and re- 
spected in his private business life, he was 
most useful and effective in his commun- 
ity leadership and as an elected public 
servant with a very long and distinguish- 
ed record of accomplishment at the local. 
State, and National levels of government. 

I was not privileged to serve on the In- 
terior Committee with Hjalmar Nygaard, 
but I know well his reputation for hard, 
conscientious, productive service on that 
committee. 

I was privileged frequently to ask his 
personal advice and opinion on legislative 
matters, and I greatly valued always 
what he had to say. In a quiet forceful 
manner he knew what he was talking 
about. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it came as a 
very great personal shock to me when I 
learned of Congressman Nygaard’s sud- 
den death last Thursday. It is a very 
great tragic loss, not only to the mem- 
bers of his own family, but for his con- 
stituents, our Republican Party and for 
all Members of this 88th Congress. 

All of us are the better for having had 
the honor of associating with him. All 
of us will miss him greatly. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, Hjalmar 
Nygaard was an earnest, experienced 
legislator, completely faithful to his con- 
victions. I am privileged to have had 
the opportunity to know him and to-be 
associated with him in the Congress. 

Although firm in the application of 
principle to the conduct of public affairs, 
Hjalmar was a kindly man and his 
friends were many as evidenced here this 


afternoon. His untimely death is a 
genuine loss to North Dakota and the 
Nation. 

Mrs. Gross joins me in extending sym- 
pathy to Mrs. Nygaard and their daugh- 
ter. 


GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks in the Record 
on the life and accomplishments of our 
late colleague, Hjalmar Nygaard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. 
Miller of California). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 


AMENDING TARIFF ACT OF 1930 TO 
REQUIRE CERTAIN NEW PACK- 
AGES OF IMPORTED ARTICLES TO 
BE MARKED TO INDICATE COUN- 
TRY OF ORIGIN 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill (H.R. 2513) to amend the 
Tariff Act of 1930 to require certain new 
packages of imported articles to be 
marked to indicate the country of ori- 
gin, and for other purposes, with a Sen- 
ate amendment thereto, disagree to the 
Senate amendment, and request a con- 
ference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. Mills, King of Cali- 
fornia, O’Brien of Illinois, Byrnes of 
Wisconsin, and Baker. 


COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND 
ASTRONAUTICS 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Science and Astro- 
nautics may have until Friday midnight 
to file a report on the bill H.R. 7500. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


LOS ANGELES-SAN GABRIEL RIVER 
BASIN 

Mr. McFALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 7638) to 
authorize additional appropriations for 
the prosecution of the comprehensive 
plan in the Los Angeles-San Gabriel 
River Basin. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. McFall]? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, and I shall not 
object, may I say this bill has been ap- 
proved unanimously on our side and 
meets with the approval of the leader- 
ship on this side of the aisle. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? . 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled , That In addi- 
tion to previous authorizations, there is here- 
by authorized to be appropriated the sum 
ot $6,400,000 for the continuation of con- 
struction of the comprehensive plan for the 
Los Angeles-San Gabriel River Basin ap- 
proved' in the act of August 18, 1941, as 
amended and supplemented by subsequent 
acts of Congress. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


THE RAILROAD SITUATION 

(Mr. ROUSH asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 min- 
ute.) 

Mr. ROUSH. Mr. Speaker, I have 
written today to the representatives of 
the railroad industry asking them to de- 
lay their institution of work rules next 
Tuesday until action is taken on legisla- 
tion now pending in Congress. 

Precipitate action on a matter so grave 
is hardly conducive to the proper con- 
sideration of the proposals presented to 
Congress. 

We are tampering with the American 
institution of collective bargaining. This 
means of resolving labor disputes should 
not be dealt with lightly nor in a hostile 
or emotional atmosphere. 

I am not passing judgment on the rea- 
son for, or the value of, the intended 
legislation when I express my opinion 
that Congress should be permitted to 
work its will on this matter, which af- 
fects the entire Nation, without having 
to work under the pressure of unreason- 
able deadlines or under the pressure of 
a nationwide strike which will arouse 
emotions and passidfis to the detriment 
ofrea^n. J /' ) 


EXPROPRIATION OF U.S. EMBASSY 
BY CASTRO 

(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I read 
today that the Castro government has 
expropriated the U.S. Embassy building, 
and grounds, and furniture, and the Em- 
bassy home in a move believed unprece- 
dented in diplomatic history. While we 
are negotiating a nuclear test ban with 
Russia supposedly in good faith, Khru- 
shchev’s puppet regime in Cuba is ex- 
propriating U.S. Embassy property 
valued at about $2 million. 

This further open, notorious, and pur- 
poseful slap in the face of our Govern- 
ment by Khrushchev’s puppet govern- 
ment in Cuba, particularly at this time, 
casts a serious doubt on the good faith 
of Khrushchev in the Moscow negotia- 
tions today. I think it is time that the 
administration took steps to bring an 
end to these indignities by this Commu- 
nist satellite that is subverting this hemi- 
sphere and dealing serious body blows 
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to our prestige throughout the world. It 
is time we take action, particularly In 
the face of this latest slap in the face, to 
institute a meaningful economic and po- 
litical quarantine of Cuba, insisting that 
all free nations stop doing business with 
Castro and use Federal aid to accom- 
plish this; withholding Alliance for 
Progress funds to any Latin American 
nation doing business with or continu- 
ing to recognize Castro's Communist gov- 
ernment and denying the use of U.S. 
harbors to any country permitting ships 
under its flags or registries to trade with 
Cuba, and requesting the OAS backing 
for such a program. It is about time 
such action was taken. 


THE RAILROAD WORK-RULES 
DISPUTE 

(Mr. TAFT asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the Record and to include ex- 
traneous matter.) 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Speaker, today, with 
several other Members, I have intro- 
duced a bill to provide a means for set- 
tling the railroad work-rules dispute, for 
preventing such disputes, and to require 
aid to employees displaced by work-rule 
changes. The measure would adopt the 
approach used previously and with suc- 
cess to eliminate musician feather- 
bedding in connection with the radio 
broadcasting industry. It would also 
specifically adopt the generous recom- 
mendations of the President’s Emergency 
Board which reported in May with re- 
gard to recommendations to assist em- 
ployees affected by change in work rules. 

Such legislation has become necessary 
because the President's message to the 
Congress, and the joint resolution intro- 
duced pursuant to that message, amounts 
to nothing more than compulsory arbi- 
tration and passing the buck until after 
the 1964 election. The adoption of the 
administration's resolution seems sure to 
weaken rather than strengthen the col- 
lective bargaining processes In the trans- 
portation and, perhaps, as a precedent, 
in all industries. It Is important that 
Congress deliberate with care and then 
enact clear and fair procedures for deal- 
ing with labor disputes in the transporta- 
tion industry or any other Industry 
affecting our national interest. The 
President's expectation that the Con- 
gress, should, within a week, attempt to 
come up with a solution for a problem 
that the administration has failed to 
solve in a period of 9 months, is ridicu- 
lous. Under circumstances, it should be 
up to the President to work out some 
arrangement for delaying the possible 
disastrous effects of a rail strike on our 
economy while Congress is given a rea- 
sonable period to study and propose its 
solutions. 


FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY ACT 
AMENDMENTS OF 1963 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 441 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HesoZited, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution It shall be In order to move that 
the House resolve itself Into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (Hit, 
7195) to amend various sections of title 23 
of the United States Code relating to the 
Federal-aid highway systems. After general 
debate, which ehall be confined to the bill 
and shall continue not to exceed one hour, 
to be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Public Works, the bill 
shall be read for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. At the conclusion of the con- 
sideration. of the bill for amendment, the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with Buch amendments as may 
have been adopted, and the previous qustlon 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and amendments thereto to final passage 
without Intervening motion except one mo- 
tion to recommit. 

Mr. COLMER, Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 441 provides for consideration 
of H.R. 7195, a bill to amend various 
sections of title 23 of the United States 
Code relating to the Federal aid highway 
systems. The resolution provides an 
open rule with 1 hour of general debate. 

II.R. 7195 amends various sections of 
title 23 of the United States Code relat- 
ing to the Federal aid highway systems. 
These amendments include a minor 
change in the formula of the apportion- 
ment of urban funds; a new date for the 
submission of Interstate System cost 
estimates to the Congress; elimination 
of the 1975 Interstate “design date” re- 
striction. substituting therefor a require- 
ment lhat the interstate design be based 
on 20-year traffic projections; and an 
extension from June 30, 1963, until June 
30, 1965, of the period during which a 
State may enter into an agreement with 
the Secretary of Commerce relating to 
advertising along the Interstate System. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
House Resolution 441. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio IMr, Brown], 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I join the gentleman from Mississippi 
fMr. ColmerI In requesting the House 
to adopt this rule which makes in order 
the consideration of the bill HtR. 7195, 
which Is a bill to amend various sections 
of title 23 of the United States Code re- 
lating to the Federal aid highway sys- 
tems. 

Primarily this bill is designed to bring 
up to date in the next 2 or 3 years the 
various provisions of the Federal High- 
way Act. The bill was reported out of 
the House Committee on Public Works 
unanimously. The rule was reported 
out of the Committee on Rules unani- 
mously. I know of no opposition to the 
measure Itself or to the rule. 

Mr, Speaker, I have no further re- 
quests for time and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Albert) . The question is on the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

IN THE COMMITTEE O T THE WHOLE 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve Itself Into the 


Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H.R, 7195) to amend various 
sections of title 23 of the United States 
Code relating to the Federal aid highway 
systems. 

Tiie motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself 
Into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the bill H.R. 7195 with Mr. 
Ullman in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may require. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 7195 makes cer- 
tain amendments to title 23 of the United 
States Code, which are necessary to pro- 
vide for more effective operation of the 
Federal aid highway program. 

H.R. 7195 was reported unanimously 
by the Committee on Public Works after 
full and complete hearings. There are 
four sections to H.R. 7195, and these sec- 
tions provide as follows: 

Section 2 of the bill amends paragraph 
(3) of section 104(b) of title 23, United 
States Code, by eliminating a special 
provision applicable to the two States 
of Vermont and Connecticut, in the ap- 
portionment of urban highway funds. 
This change was recommended by the 
Federal Bureau of Public Roads and the 
General Accounting Office. Under the 
present law, which has been in existence 
since the Federal Highway Act of 1944, 
Connecticut and Vermont towns are con- 
sidered municipalities regardless of their 
incorporated status for the apportion- 
ment of Federal-aid urban funds. The 
census conditions which originally sup- 
ported this position no longer exist. 
Consequently, Connecticut and Vermont 
are receiving special treatment by having 
the population of these towns counted 
twice for apportionment of both sec- 
ondary funds and urban funds. Con- 
necticut and Vermont have received more 
In the apportionment of urban funds 
than they would have received if they 
were treated In the same manner as all 
other States. This section will provide 
for uniform treatment of all States in 
the apportionment of Federal-aid urban 
highway funds. 

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FALLON. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut. 

Mr. GIAIMO. I would like to clear up 
this problem of Connecticut. It has 
caused considerable question to some of 
us. If we did not have this special treat- 
ment of Connecticut and Vermont here- 
tofore, it is not correct to say, is it, that 
they would be treated as the other States, 
but rather that they would be treated in 
a detrimental fashion as compared to 
other States. Because of that fact, in 
the past they were given that special 
treatment. Is that not correct? 

Mr. FALLON. I think the gentleman 
is correct. 

Mr. GIAIMO. As I understand it, 
there was a problem because of the na- 
ture of the political subdivisions in the 
New England States, particfilarly Ver- 
mont and Connecticut, whereby the 
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ihe number of countries sending am- 
bassadors to our country virtually 
doubled. " , , , 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I commend the 
Senator for his statement, in which I 
joint wholeheartedly. Two years ago I 
joined in sponsoring a bill for the pur- 
pose stated. This year I filed a state- 
ment with relation to it. 

A chancery is essentially a business 
office. To permit a business office, 
whether it be that of a foreign govern- 
ment or an office building of one of our 
own citizens, to come into a residential 
district would change completely the 
character of that district. As one who 
many years ago in Massachusetts worked 
very hard to enact a law on a similar 
subject, I know that the essense of a 
zoning law is to maintain and stabilize 
the district in which there are residences 
because by doing so such laws help to 
insure that the area will be a good one in 
which to bring up a family free from the . 
excessive traffic and inconveniences 
which may result when the character of 
the area is changed by permitting busi- 
nesses to operate in the midst of such 
areas. 

Essentially the bill would place a 
chancellery, which is the business office 
of a foreign government, in the same 
status as a business office of an American 
citizen. It would permit the American 
citizen and the residence of the Ambassa- 
dor to be in a residential district. I com- 
mend the District of Columbia Commit- 
tee, under the leadership of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. McIntyre] 
for making that point clear. I commend 
and join the Senator from Arkansas in 
making the effort to stabilize the resi- 
dential districts of Washington, D.C. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I thank the Sena- 
tor. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. President, be- 
fore making an expanatory statement 
with respect to the bill I yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 

Does the Senator from Nebraska yield 
arid, if so, to whom? 

Mr. HRUSKA. I yield to the Senator 
from California. 

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, I wish 
to say to my colleagues that there is no 
more able Member of the Senate than 
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hruska], who is about to address 
himself to a matter of supreme impor- 
tance to the people of the United States. 
That concerns the continuing Commun- 
nist cancer in this hemisphere. 

I think all Senators will be extremely 
interested in reading or hearing what the 
Senator has to say. I rise on this oc- 
casion because I think Senators ought 
to be invited to come into the Chamber 
to listen to our colleague the Senator 
from Nebraska. Under those circum- 
stances, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may suggest the absence of a quorum for 
that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield for that 
purpose? 


Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. President, with 
the understanding that I shall not lose 
my right to the floor thereby, I yield for 
that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that further proceed- 
ings under the quorum call may be dis- 
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER .With- 
out objection, it is so ordered, j ) 


ANTI-CASTRO pfolptHSpW^HIN OC- 
CUPIED CUBA: THE LEADERLESS 

RESISTANCE 

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. President, re- 
cently the senior Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Allott] made a major contribution 
both in focusing the firm purpose of the 
American people and then formulating 
effective national policy consistent with 
the popular will. With the vigorous sup- 
port of many other Senators he has 
moved with courage and imagination to 
fill an urgent need in the forum of public 
debate and decision. 

His proposal for Cuban liberation is 
simple and clear cut. It goes straight 
to the heart of this Nation’s obligation, 
and its solemn pledge, to assist in the 
restoration of a free Cuba. Not eventu- 
ally, but now. And not a so-called 
Titoist Cuba— in the image of that Com- 
munist regime’s so-called independence 
of Moscow — but a Cuba that can once 
more fulfill its national destiny within 
the free world community. 

He has proposed that we offer the use 
of our Guantanamo Naval Base as the 
seat of government for a provisional free 
Cuban regime — organized by the Cuban 
patriots themselves, established on their 
own soil, a rallying point for ultimate 
liberation from the Castro-Communist 
tyranny. To this proposal, my colleague, 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Curtis] 
has added the idea of a Pacific blockade, 
a complete quarantine, to seal off this 
Communist satellite from all external 
trade and traffic, except medicines and 
other emergency supplies for the Cuban 
people. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. MundtI has called for a tough 
crackdown on all free world commerce 
with the Castro-Communist — by remind- 
ing the President of his statutory obliga- 
tion to suspend all U.S. assistance to 
those nations still dealing with Castro or, 
if he has not done so, to tell the Congress 
his specific reasons why. 

The junior Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Dominick] has also joined in this 
mounting demand for action: he has di- 
rectly and devastatingly challenged the 
administration’s contention that Cuba 
no longer poses a clear and acute menace 
to fi-ee world security. Point-by-point 
and case-by-case, he has spelled out the 
grim details of a Cuban-based massive 
subversion campaign, aimed at every free 
government in the Americas. 


These proposals, these calls for effec- 
tive action, are no mere debater’s points. 
Their purpose is not partisan; they are 
offered not as panceas but, rather, as 
spurs to debate and deliberation. The 
immediate goal is effective action. And 
the ultimate goal : the liberation of Cuba 
from Communist oppression. 

The challenge contained in all these 
bold proposals is addressed, equally, to 
the disunited forces of free Cuba and to 
the timid officials of our own Govern- 
ment. Now, let us face facts: the disar- 
ray among anti-Castro Cubans has been 
shameful. It has reflected credit on no 
one — neither the Cuban patriots them- 
selves nor those administration spokes- 
men whose endless vacillation and empty 
bombast have simply compounded the 
disarray. But the Allott proposal meets 
these facts head-on. 

To the Cubans, it is a challenge to put 
aside their differences and to rally be- 
hind the goal of national liberation. 

To the officials of this administration, 
it is a challenge to put aside their coun- 
sels of delay and despair and to make 
good their own pledges that Cuba must 
once more be free. 

This proposal is a clear call to have 
done with endless but futile eloquence. 
In the broadest sense, it is a challenge to 
the whole Organization of American 
States community to get on with the 
vital task of ridding this hemisphere, 
once and for all, of the festering sore 
represented by the Soviet presence in 
Cuba and by a foreign-supported 
tyranny imposed on the Cuban people. 

We have it on the word of the Presi- 
dent himself— repeated as recently as 
July 17 — that this Nation cannot con- 
tinue, indefinitely, to coexist with a Com- 
munist satellite almost within sight of 
our own shores. On this overriding pre- 
mise, then, “let us get moving.” And 
here, in the form of the Allott proposal, 
is one way to begin. 

It is a proposal, in its essence, aimed 
at making effective use of all those re- 
sources — of power, of fervor, and of pa- 
triotic purpose — that have been so 
shamefully wasted up to now in the sheer 
futility of our Cuba policy. Within the 
general framework of that proposal, it is 
my purpose today to center attention on 
one such wasted resource; the anti- 
Castro and anti-Communist ferment 
within occupied Cuba itself. I want to 
speak of what might be called the lead- 
erless resistance to a foreign-bred, for- 
eign-supported, and foreign-domlnated 
tyranny. 

Here we have, for the first time, a 
practical proposal for providing the nec- 
essary leadership to this resistance. 
Here is a way to capitalize on the over- 
whelming desire among Cubans for a 
rebirth of freedom and for an opportu- 
nity to pursue their own national 
destiny. 

This undercurrent of resistance is ex- 
plosive in its potential. And the exist- 
ence, on Cuban soil, of a free Cuban pro- 
visional government might well provide 
the spark to light the fuse of ultimate 
and eventual liberation. 

I repeat that this potential is explo- 
sive. We must be fully conscious, in 
our discussions and in raising the hopes 
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of the Cuban people for freedom, that 
we are indeed playing with fire. We are 
dealing in human lives. We must never 
forget our awful responsibility— not to 
raise these hopes too high too fast, nor 
to cause this resistance to surface only 
at the suicidal risk of reprisals by Cas- 
tro’s police. Let us, therefore, exercise 
great care and sober judgment in our 
deliberations. Wo must be fully pre- 
pared — morally and militarily — to back 
up any outbreaks or Initiatives that we 
may help stimulate. Our hearts and 
voices and strong right arms must be- 
come one entity. This is a lesson that 
I would especially urge upon the spokes- 
men of this administration with their 
seemingly limitless powers of soaring 
eloquence — but whose powers of effective 
action seem to be frozen tight. 

Let us, then, be prudent and painstak- 
ing. But let us not shrink from our 
clear obligations. Let us not continue to 
fritter away this matchless opportunity 
to hasten the collapse of Castro’s vicious 
and unnatural tyranny. The resistance 
exists. It exists in the hearts of the 
Cuban people — and, more tangibly, in 
the Cuban hills. It is utterly dedicated 
to the overthrow of Castro-communism. 
It needs focus and direction — it must 
have leadership. And it must be spurred 
by the realistic hope that the march to- 
ward liberation has finally begun. 

A unified all-party provisional govern- 
ment is the indispensable first step. Next 
must come a pledge of U.S. support — 
neither greater nor less than we are pre- 
pared to supply — made plain by the offer 
of a territorial base at Guantanamo. At 
this juncture, internal Cuban resistance 
can take on its true and vital signifi- 
cance. 

Resistance is an easy word to throw 
around. It stirs the imagination. But 
let me say again that active resistance 
involves grave risk of life and the threat 
of terrible reprisals — and we must tem- 
per our discussion always with this sober 
awareness. We must never spur the peo- 
ple of Cuba to forms of action that we 
are not prepared to back up. But, equal- 
ly, we must not forever lag behind them 
in our commitment to the cause of free- 
dom. 

We have already lived through an ex- 
perience which is directly relevant to 
our present dilemma. We should, by 
now. have learned the lesson of the most 
deadly gap of all — the gap between words 
and deeds. This terrible lesson was 
played out, in October and November of 
1956, in the streets of Budapest. I think 
it is just to say that the Hungarian free- 
dom fighters were, equally, the victims 
of brutal Soviet suppression and of their 
own shattered hopes about their own 
ideas of the commitments they thought 
this Nation was prepared to fulfill. On 
the basis of such thoughts and their own 
interpretation of the facts, their hopes 
were falsely raised. But at the moment 
of cruel choice, they stood alone. And 
alone they shed their blood in the name 
of freedom. 

I think, too, that I can speak of this 
lesson with a special intensity. My own 
racial stock affords me a particular un- 
derstanding and depth of feeling for the 
plight of all captives of Communist ty- 
ranny — in Czechoslovakia, In Hungary, 


in Poland, Yugoslavia, and all other cap- 
tive nations throughout Eastern and 
Central Europe, I have talked with 
many Hungarian patriots. I have heard 
their stirring message at first hand by 
reason of my membership on the In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee, During 
the months of November and December, 

1956, as well as the ensuing months In 

1957. a scries of hearings was held at 
which many witnesses, some of them 
having come to this country from the 
embattled streets of Budapest, described 
their experiences. It was heart rending 
to listen to their accounts of what actu- 
ally happened and the terrible crime 
against humanity which the Communist 
overlords perpetrated. 

And today, while considering the case 
of Cuba, we would do well to apply the 
lessons of occupied Europe to the needs 
of occupied Cuba. 

So long as a single armed Soviet 
trooper remains In Cuba — whether we 
delude ourselves with the fiction that 
they are "technicians" or face squarely 
the fact of a full-scale Soviet occupa- 
tion — so long as this Soviet presence re- 
mains, the threat of a Cuban Hungary Is 
real and acute. The President has been 
unequivocal In his warning— we will not 
tolerate such a repetition of past history. 
There must be r>o second Hungary in this 
hemisphere. 

If this warning is to mean anything, it 
must mean that we will not tolerate the 
suppression of any act of internal Cuban 
resistance by Soviet troops. 

But If this Is Indeed the sense of the 
President's declaration, then I submit 
that he owes us answers to at least these 
two questions: first, what positive action 
has he undertaken to bring to an imme- 
diate end this blatant Soviet occupa- 
tion of Cuba — and nothing short of this, 

I repeat, can possibly guarantee the pre- 
vention of a Cuban Hungary. And sec- 
ond. Is the President aware of the mass 
of evidence, mounting day by day, that 
just such direct Soviet suppression of the 
Internal anti-Castro resistance Is al- 
ready taking place? 

What of the report, to cite one exam- 
ple, that on March 26 of this year, in 
the area of the Nicaro mines, a pitched 
battle with Soviet guards cost the resist- 
ance 4 dead and 12 captured — all of 
them summarily tried and executed, with 
a Soviet officer among their judges? 

What of the repeated reports — 
wherever pockets of Cuban guerillas 
hold out — that every skirmish Involves 
not Just Castro's Soviet-armed militia, 
but also the direct Intervention of uni- 
formed Russians? 

And what of this quotation — published 
by Free Cuba News on June 22 — from a 
Cuban police commander: 

If there Is n popular uprising here, we will 
employ the same tactics used in 1050 In Hun- 
gary. Tho only way to secure ourselves Is 
through the use of absolute power. 

Dare we speak of the threat of a Cuban 
Hungary? Rather, it may be necessary 
to face its reality — grim and present. 

Evasion will not do. The American 
people, and their responsible representa- 
tives in the Congress, must have an- 
swers — clear and prompt. I call again 
on the President for authoritative In- 
formation. 


In this context and with full aware- 
ness of the stakes involved, what then 
do we mean by resistance? We do not 
mean open Insurrection In the streets 
of Havana. That would represent only 
the last extreme step and could only suc- 
ceed In tandem with massive external 
pressure, with force of arms. And that, 
I am sure. Is not what the Senator from 
Colorado contemplated in his liberation 
proposal. Such a step, such a final com- 
mitment, could only be taken by the 
provisional government itself. And it 
could only be taken in close collabora- 
tion with the United States and the en- 
tire OAS community. It Is a step we 
all pray will never have to be taken— 
not If other measures succeed. 

Effective and purposeful Internal re- 
sistance may mean, on the other hand, a 
great variety of acts, limited enough in 
particular, but massive in Its totality: 
acts of passive resistance. Industrial 
slowdowns, and deliberate low productiv- 
ity in factories and farms: acts of van- 
dalism and destruction of Irreplaceable 
spare parts and machinery; acts espe- 
cially of agricultural sabotage, in the 
cane fields and the sugar mills; wreckage 
of communications lines, roads, and 
rails; and the systematic spread of both 
Information and misinformation — of ru- 
mors Intended to disorganize the Castro 
regime and of truth which will undercut 
its pretensions and give the lie to its 
propaganda. 

All this would constitute the resistance 
of a whole people. It would be massive 
proof of their distrust and disaffection, 
their hatred of a Communist puppet 
government which maintains itself only 
by virtue of Soviet arms. We have 
Castro’s own testimony, added to that 
of his economic czar, of the tremendous 
cumulative impact of all such forms of 
economic sabotage. 

Such concerted action may not, In and 
of Itself, bring Castro to his knees. But 
It cannot fail to shake the very founda- 
tions of his Soviet-sponsored tyranny. 
And it may set the price of continued 
Soviet support so high— In terms of risks 
and resources and extended supply 
lines — that Moscow may think a second 
time, may even reappraise its long-term 
commitments. The lessons of last Octo- 
ber — when we confronted Soviet power 
with bold and unswerving purpose — 
these lessons should not be lost on our 
own timid policymakers. 

Internal resistance also means, of 
course, guerrilla and partisan forces — 
actively engaged in harassment and 
sabotage, and the nucleus on Cuban soil 
of the forces of ultimate liberation. Free 
Cubans throughout the hemisphere must 
maintain intimate liaison with this in- 
ternal resistance. There must be close 
coordination of plans and action pro- 
grams. There must be airdrops and 
covert landings of supplies and equip- 
ment. 

There must be, most of all, a sense of 
common purpose and of unity through- 
out the free Cuban community. All this 
can only be provided by a unified pro- 
visional government — best of all, most 
inspiring of all, a provisional government 
established on Cuban soil. And that is 
the special genius of the Allott proposal 
for Cuban liberation. 


Approved For Release 2004/06/23 : CIA-RDP65B00383R000200250021-2 



Approved For Release 2004/06/23 : CIA-RDP65B00383R000200250021-2 
1963 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE 12505 


A free Cuban government at Guantan- 
amo would, I repeat and reemphasize, be 
the indispensable first step toward ulti- 
mate liberation. So, too, is the Colorado 
Senator’s proposal a first step in yet 
another sense: a first step toward sober 
debate and then effective action by this 
Government. With every passing day, 
the Cuban base of world Communist 
imperialism becomes more hardened, 
more destructive of Cuba’s social and 
economic fabric, tougher to dislodge. 
The Soviet presence remains — and grows. 
The entire hemisphere is under incessant 
attack, by the implacable agents of Com- 
munist subversion. 

With every passing day, therefore, the 
menace grows. There is no more time to 
lose. Delay can only compound the de- 
terioration of free world security. The 
time for decisive action is now. 

And yet, Mr. President, although the 
urgency of the Cuban problem has been 
demonstrated beyond doubt, the admin- 
istration apparently is not terribly con- 
cerned about Cuba. This complacent 
attitude, it seems to me, accounts for the 
administration’s silence on the Allott 
proposal. The administration evidently 
prefers to put the damper on discussion 
of the Cuban situation. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, silence will not solve the problem. 
This problem and the set of circum- 
stances which prevail in that unhappy 
island will not fade and disappear. The 
challenges posed by it will remain. 

Mr. President, I feel that the Allott 
proposal deserves serious consideration 
by the administration. For this reason, 
I have dispatched a letter to the Secre- 
tary of State today, requesting his per- 
sonal expression of the administration’s 
official opinion of the Allott proposal. 
I ask unanimous consent that the letter 
be printed in the Record. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

July 24, 1963. 

The Honorable Dean Rusk, 

Secretary of State, 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mb. Secretary: On June 17, on the 
floor of the Senate, Senator Gordon Allott, 
of Colorado, made an Important statement 
In which he offered a proposal designed to 
bring about the liberation of Cuba from 
Communist rule. A copy of the Senator's 
statement is attached. 

Senator Allott urged all freedom-loving 
Cubans to bury personal rivalries and politi- 
cal differences and to unite behind the goal 
of liberating their homeland by forming a 
provisional all-party government. The sole 
function of this provisional government 
would be to channel and direct the efforts 
of the Cuban people to free themselves from 
the Communist yoke. As a spur to unity 
among the Cubans, the United States, under 
the Allott proposal, would pledge to them 
that upon the formation of a provisional 
all-party government, it would permit that 
government to establish its seat on Cuban 
territory at the U.S. Naval Station at Guan- 
tanamo Bay. As I understand the Senator’s 
proposal, the effort to free Cuba from Com- 
munist rule will and should be carried out 
by the Cuban people primarily. But first 
there must be Inspiration and direction to 
that effort, which can best be generated by 
the creation of a provisional government. 

As you know, Senator Allott served this 
country ably and faithfully last year as a 
U.S. delegate to the General Assembly of the 
United Nations. He made his proposal sob- 


erly, with the hope that it would be debated 
on its merits in like fashion. Thus far, 
however, it has been greeted with virtual 
silence in the executive branch. To my 
knowledge, there has been no official state- 
ment of opinion on this proposal by the 
administration save only an informal reac- 
tion by the Department of State’s press of- 
ficer in response to reporters’ questions on 
June 21. 

In my opinion, Mr. Secretary, the Cuban 
situation is the most urgent problem in 
American foreign policy, and any serious 
proposals for coping with it merit serious 
consideration by .the responsible officials of 
the executive branch. I Invite your per- 
sonal attention, therefore, to the Allott pro- 
posal, with the request that you give me your 
opinion of its merits. 

Sincerely yours, 

Roman L. Hruska, 

U.S. Senator, Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HRUSKA. I am happy to yield to 
the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. ALLOTT. I congratulate the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Nebraska for his 
constructive remarks on the Cuban situ- 
ation. More and more, as we proceed, we 
see an inclination on the part of the ad- 
ministration to continue the policy which 
it has followed for the past 2 years, of 
walking away from the Cuban question 
rather than meeting it. To date, no one 
in the administration has attempted to 
discuss the proposal I made, and on 
which I frankly asked for discussion and 
debate on the matter on the Senate floor. 
The only response has been the one by 
the senior Senator from Oregon. I be- 
lieve that his response was more than 
adequately covered by a subsequent 
statement which I made. 

I have in my hand — if the distin- 
guished Senator will permit me to read 
it — a United Press dispatch, which reads 
as follows: 

Havana. — Ths Oastro government today 
expropriated the U.S. Embassy building and 
grounds in a move believed unprecedented 
in diplomatic history. 

The action was taken in reprisal for the 
freezing of Cuban Government accounts In 
U.S. banks, according to the expropriation 
decree. 

The decree was signed by Prime Minister 
Fidel Castro, President Osvaldo Dorticos, and 
Treasury Minister Luis Alvarez. 

The Embassy has housed the Swiss Mission 
for American Affairs, beneath the Swiss flag, 
since the United States broke relations with 
Cuba on January 4, 1961. 

The nationalization decree oven specified 
that all the Embassy’s "equipment and fur- 
niture have been assumed by the state.” 

The decree said "it is the duty of the revo- 
lutionary government of Cuba, in the main- 
tenance of national dignity and sovereign 
rights of our people, to respond to the aggres- 
sions” of the United States. 

The latest aggression was the bank freeze, 
the decree said. 

Tlie building on the Malecon Seawall Drive 
was modeled after the United Nations Sec- 
retariat Building In New York. 

In view of the fact that one of the 
main contentions of the administration, 
or of its spokesmen from whom we have 
heard, is that we must maintain our 
diplomatic relations with Cuba, does the 
Senator see how we can possibly be 
worsening our relations in any way by 
encouraging the Cubans in exile to estab- 
lish a provisional government, when the 


Castro government itself has now seized 
our administration building? 

Mr. HRUSKA. On the contrary, it 
would be my judgment that our position 
would be improved. A long time ago, the 
Castro regime cut off any practical dip- 
lomatic contact with the United States. 
This country has had to deal through 
the Swiss in Cuba. Now the Castro gov- 
ernment has committed the unprece- 
dented diplomatic affront of taking over 
the official residence of the U.S. Govern- 
ment in Havana. We may as well com- 
plete the story and have a provisional 
government installed at Guantanamo, 
pursuant to the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. Allott], give 
recognition to it, and at the same time 
discontinue the nominal connection with 
Castro’s government. 

Mr. ALLOTT. The Senator may re- 
call the statement of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Morse] that most of the 
people in America do not realize that the 
United States has not severed diplomatic 
relations with Cuba, but has only with- 
drawn our representative. I believe that 
if most Americans knew this, they would 
rise up in their wrath. But since we have 
not severed diplomatic relations with 
Cuba, what does the Senator from Ne- 
braska think of the position in which this 
leaves us, when the Castro government 
has taken our embassy buildings in 
Cuba? 

Mr. HRUSKA. The latest action of 
Castro’s does not place the United States 
at a very high point of prestige in the 
world; and we are told that prestige is 
very important. It has not placed us in 
a very high position of prestige in the 
eyes of the family of nations. 

Mr. ALLOTT. The distinguished Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has performed a real 
service in drawing a parallel with Hun- 
gary. I am sure he has had the ex- 
perience, as I have had, of meeting and 
speaking with hundreds of exiles who 
have come from numerous Eastern 
European countries, including Hungary. 
We have had to give as our excuse for 
not acting in the Hungarian crisis that 
we had no way in which to act. That 
there was no practical, feasible way, mili- 
tarily or otherwise, to support Hungary. 

But such a reason cannot be advanced 
at this time for our not supporting the 
Cubans in exile in their attempt to take 
back their government, so that they can 
hold elections under their constitution, 
because it is not necessary to overfly an- 
tagonistic, hostile countries in order to 
help Cuba. 

Mr. HRUSKA. There is no question 
about that; the Senator from Colorado 
has analyzed the situation accurately. 

Mr. ALLOTT. Keeping in mind the 
attitude of millions of people throughout 
the world who are either now under the 
heel of communism or have escaped from 
Communist rule— and many hundreds of 
thousands are in this country who have 
escaped from the heel of communism — 
does the Senator from Nebraska see any 
way in which we can justify our action 
and still be considered the leader of the 
free world, when the present adminis- 
tration seemingly does not have the will 
to start the machinery which would help 
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the exiled Cubans to return to their 
own country? 

Mr. HRUSKA. In answer to the Sen- 
ator’s question as to whether there Is 
any way In which such Inaction can be 
justified, I say that an attempt Is being 
made to justify it. The administration 
and its apologists argue that any such 
course of action as that suggested by the 
Senator from Colorado would involve 
risk. There is no question about it. 
There would be a risk. There would be 
a grave risk. But the alternative must 
always be considered. The question is 
not whether a risk would be taken, but 
whether the risk of action would be 
greater than the alternative, which is 
a continuation of the present intolerable 
situation. 

Mr. ALLOTT. A continuation of the 
subversion, sabotage, and disguised in- 
surrection which is taking place in Cuba 
and throughout Latin America today, 
and which my colleague, the junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Dominick] 
described so well the other day. 

Mr. HRUSKA. He described In dra- 
matic detail the Incidents of violence, 
guerrilla warfare, and subversion, and 
indicated that it is not only in the Castro 
pattern, but is conducted on a sustained 
basis, and that its force and effect are 
constantly growing, rather than dimi- 
nishing. 

Mr. ALLOTT. I have in my hand an 
article published in a recent issue of 
Newsweek, commenting on the requests 
of those of us who have been asking the 
administration to pay heed to this situa- 
tion and come forth with their own plan, 
or even to tell us if the administration 
has a policy. The article indicates that 
we seem to be baffled by the Indifference 
that is shown to the question, implying 
that the people are not interested. 

I say to members of the other party 
and to the administration that if they 
think the people of the United States 
do not believe that Cuba is our primary 
foreign policy problem, they are badly 
out of step with the people of the United 
States. Everywhere I go I have found 
that this is the first question I am asked. 

I can understand why the administra- 
tion would be very glad to walk away 
from the problem of Cuba policy and to 
have the people talk about other things. 
I do not blame the administration, con- 
sidering the failures they have experi- 
enced with respect to Cuba. It is under- 
standable why the administration would 
hope that the American people will for- 
get about the failures, and make every 
effort to help them forget. I wish partic- 
ularly to express my appreciation to the 
distinguished Senator from Nebraska for 
his remarks and especially for the par- 
allel he has drawn between Cuba and 
Hungary, and his statement as to why we 
cannot again permit another Hungary 
to occur with respect to the people of 
Cuba. 

Mr. HRUSKA, The mail received by 
my office does not indicate that the peo- 
ple of America — at least that part of 
America I represent — are minimizing 
this problem. Nor was it minimized, as 
we all know, in the report of the Senate 
Preparedness Subcommittee which con- 
sidered the subject not long ago. The 


sum and substance of that report was 
that Cuba should have the No, 1 priority 
among our foreign relations problems, 
notwithstanding the many other serious 
and grave problems which this country 
faces in the international field. 

Mr, ALLOTT. No matter what those 
of us on this side of the aisle could say, 
we could not make any stronger state- 
ment than that report, which seeks to 
impel the Government into a positive 
course of action with respect to Cuba. 
Does not the Senator agree with that? 

Mr. HRUSKA. Yes; there is no ques- 
tion about it. The report was made after 
a well-considered review of the testi- 
mony and evidence which was accumu- 
lated under, the leadership of the con- 
scientious, hardworking Senator from 
Mississippi IMr. StennisI. He and his 
committee rendered a commendable 
sendee to the country. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr, HRUSKA. I am happy to yield 
to my colleague from Nebraska. 

Mr. CURTIS. I commend my distin- 
guished colleague from Nebraska for 
presenting so forcefully his thoughts on 
this subject. Something has been said 
about the risk Involved. Can the Sena- 
tor think of any greater risk to the entire 
Western Hemisphere, any greater risk to 
the United States, than to continue to do 
nothing, and thus Ignore the Communist 
threat in the Western Hemisphere? Is 
there any greater risk than that? 

Mr. HRUSKA. The Senator is correct 
In ascribing to the situation the Impor- 
tance that he docs. There Is no greater 
risk than that. Let me cite a simple 
analogy. 

Not so many years ago we found the 
same type of Soviet Operation Nibble at 
work In Europe. There were subversive 
efforts, economic pressures, even, of di- 
rect military pressures, here and there, 
along the borders of the various coun- 
tries. There was only one answer to 
Operation Nibble; It was the creation, 
for that particular type of situation and 
those circumstances, of NATO — the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 
NATO was designed for the purpose of 
preventing the biting off, chunk by 
chunk, of the territory, political Integ- 
rity. and liberties of the people of West- 
ern Europe, to the point where complete 
domination would be reached. 

Wc have the same type of operation in 
this hemisphere; and there is no greater 
menace than the one now facing us by 
reason of the Illegal and revolutionary 
tactics being practiced In Latin Ameri- 
can countries by Castro Communists and 
the Russian Communists based in Cuba. 

Mr. CURTIS. After all, if a building 
is on fire, although it can be said there is 
risk in having a fireman climb a ladder 
or in having a fire truck run through the 
streets, yet such risk is minimal when 
compared with the risk of letting the fire 
spread generally. We arc faced with a 
similar situation as regards Cuba. 

In connection with my colleague's 
valuable remarks, I should like to state 
that I hold In my hand a speech de- 
livered by a very distinguished former 
Member of this body, Hon. William P. 
Knowland, of California, who formerly 
served as majority leader and also as 


minority leader of the Senate. I wish 
to read several sentences from the 
speech: 

Ninety mllee from our shores there Is a 
Soviet base In Cuba. We have had a vacil- 
lating policy relative to Castro. We have at 
one time or another encouraged him, tried 
to Ignore him, entertained him, encouraged 
but failed to support an Invasion against 
him, paid him ransom and . tribute of mil- 
lions of dollars In cash and supplies to re- 
lease the Bay of Pigs prisoners; subverted our 
own Judicial and legal processes by releasing 
Cuban criminals and gunmen In exchange 
for Americans held In Cuban prisons. In 
dealing with the Soviet base In Cuba we 
marched up the hill last October and since 
then have marched most of the way down 
again. 

Mr. President, if my colleague will 
yield further, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Record, following 
his speech and the colloquy in connection 
with It, the speech delivered by Senator 
Knowland at the National Sheriffs’ As- 
sociation convention at Portland, Oreg., 
on July 15. 

There being no objection, the speech 
was ordered to be printed In the Record, 
as follows: 

Speech by William: F. Knowland, National 

Sheriffs’ Association, Portland, Oreg., 

Multonomah Hotel, 11 a.m., Monday, 

July 16, 1903 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Na- 
tional Sheriffs' Association, last November I 
received your invitation to speak at this 
Portland convention. A great deal has hap- 
pened, at home and abroad, since that time. 

Like most small boys I considered sheriffs 
and locomotive engineers to be the tops In 
future occupational possibilities. 

The change from steam locomotives to 
diesels modllled my views of one and the 
substitution of prowl cars for horses lessened 
my enthusiasm for the other. 

After 6 years In the legislature of my State 
of California and over 13 years In the Senate 
of the United States, 6 of which were as 
majority or minority leader I developed a 
deap-seated conviction that the real strength 
of our Nation Is in local government of 
which your people are an integral part. 

The men who founded this Republic were 
very wise. They knew the history of the 
world up to their time. They knew that 
where people had lost their freedom It was 
because of the concentration of power in 
the hands of a single Individual in a na. 
tion’s capital. 

As a result the Constitutional Convention 
which met In Philadelphia in 1787 deter- 
mined to guard future generations of Ameri- 
cans from tyrannical government. They did 
it by: 

(1) Making ours a Government of laws 
and not of men. 

(2) Providing that government was the 
servant and not the master of the people. 

(3) Dividing power in the Federal Govern- 
ment between three coequal branches as 
checks and balances one against the other. 

(4) By choice, making the Federal Gov- 
ernment one of limited and specified powers 
and reserving all other powers to the States 
or to the people thereof. 

They were still not satisfied that they had 
completely achieved their objective so in 
1789 there were proposed and by 1791 the 
requisite number of States had ratified our 
first 10 amendments which we know as the 
"Bill of Rights” guaranteeing certain rights 
to the people which neither the Federal, 
State, nor local governments can. take away 
from them. 

Since that time we have amended our 
Constitution 23 times. To be sure this is, 
as it should be, a long and a difficul t process. 
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We must never quietly permit the Consti- 
tution to be short circuited because some 
"whiz hid" decides that In this age of space 
travel and automation the American Con- 
stitution Is antiquated or too cumbersome. 

Neither executive flat, judicial legislating 
or congressional resolutlng should change 
the basic frame of structure of our Govern- 
ment or the guaranteed constitutional rights 
of our people. 

Civil rights are far more broad than racial 
rights alone. 

These include the right to walk our streets 
day or night without danger to life, limb, 
or property; the right to own, manage, and 
dispose of property; the right to associate 
with friends of one’s own choice; the right 
to have gainful employment and to stay or 
leave the job based upon one’s own choice 
and judgment. These are also civil rights 
entitled to the protection of Federal, State, 
and local authorities. 

Whenever a mob can deny these rights 
regardless of the composition of theBe who 
would take over the streets from their use 
by peaceful citizens and from the duly con- 
stituted civil authorities we have a break- 
down of constitutional government. 

It is too bad that those who have led the 
fight for one segment of civil rights have 
not equally stressed civil obligations and 
civil responsibilities. 

Every American citizen has the right to 
register and vote according to the qualifica- 
tions for voting established by each of our 
50 States and to do this without having dis- 
criminating standards applied to the individ- 
ual applicant or voter because of race, creed, 
sex, or color. 

Every American citizen has a right to 
patronize or withhold his purchasing power 
according to the choice he and his family 
make in the marketplaces of the Nation. 

By his political action and economic par- 
ticipation an opportunity is given to every 
citizen to have his say in influencing events 
now and over the future years. 

But he has no right to ride roughshod 
over the constitutional rights of the rest of 
our citizens. No pressure group minority 
can impose by unconstitutional means its 
views upon the majority of our people with- 
out their consent. Changes can only be 
made through the constitutional process of 
amendment. 

The American people are a just people, 
they are a patient people, they are an under- 
standing people, and they are a law abiding 
people. 

But If pushed too far (as King George III, 
Kaiser Wilhelm, Hitler, and Tojo learned to 
their sorrow) they are capable of taking the 
necessary political or military stops to re- 
move the dangers to their constitutional 
form of government. The ballot box can 
and will serve the majority as well as the 
minority. 

The citizen who preaches civil obligations 
and responsibilities along with civil rights 
must practice what he preaches. 

He cannot, as In the movie “High Noon,” 
leave the problem of the bad men and gun- 
men to the lone law enforcement official. The 
attitude, too often prevalent among our peo- 
ple, “This is your problem, not mine” Is not 
in keeping with American tradition. 

Too often our newspapers, radio and tele- 
vision carry reports where the offender 
against the law has the moral if not the 
physical support of citizens as against the 
law officer carrying out his duty. The very 
least the officer has a right to expect Is in 
the words of the early frontiersman “If you 
can’t help me at least don’t help the bear.” 

In this the press has a part of the respon- 
sibility. So do the sheriffs and police officers. 
The overwhelming number of law enforce- 
ment officers are dedicated men of integrity 
and courage. A few, a small percentage, 
from time to time betray their trust but so 
do a few bankers, political officials, news- 


papermen or civic leaders. The rest should 
not have the tar brush of “guilt by associa- 
tion” applied in an indiscriminate way. 

The first amendment to the Constitution 
reads as follows: "Congress shall make no 
law respecting an establishment of religion, 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the 
press; or of the people peaceably to assemble, 
and to petition the government for a re- 
dress of grievances.” 

This constitutional guarantee of a free 
press was for the protection of the people not 
just for the protection of newspapermen. 

I do not say to you that thero are no 
arbitrary or unreasonable men in the fourth 
estate but I do say that the overwhelming 
majority of them are trying to discharge 
their obligation to keep the public Informed 
about the news of the day — local, area. State, 
national, and international. They are work- 
ing against deadlines where their mechanical 
problems make 6 or 15 minutes vital in 
making and edition. Returning a city edi- 
tor’s or a reporter’s call 2 hours or an hour 
after receiving It can mean the public Is not 
as informed as it should be. 

Sometimes public officials on the national, 
State, and local level forget that they are 
public servants and that public business is 
the public’s business. They classify as secret 
or confidential that which is not necessary 
to so classify by any legitimate security 
standards. 

As one who has been both a public official 
and a newspaperman may I suggest that you 
Invite your city editor, editor, and publisher 
down to your office to get a better under- 
standing of your problems and that you in 
turn (if you have not already done so) visit 
your newspaper plant to learn more about 
the problems of publishing a metropolitan, 
suburban, or rural newspaper. I have found 
in life that, for the most part, the better 
we know a person the less difficult it Is to 
deal with him. There are, of course, excep- 
tions to the rule, but not many. 

We have discussed some domestic prob- 
lems. Now let us turn to the foreign field. 
Experience has taught you as law men that 
you cannot appease the criminal or the 
gangster. As in foreign affairs the road to 
appeasement Is not the road to peace but in 
fact is only surrender on the Installment 
plan. 

In order to gain our independence the 
founders of our Republic pledged to each 
other “Our lives, our fortunes and our sacred 
honor.” 

Ninety miles from our shores there is a 
Soviet base in Cuba. 

We have had a vacillating policy relative 
to Castro. 

We have at one time or another encouraged 
him, tried to ignore him, entertained him, 
encouraged but failed to support an invasion 
against him, paid him ransom and tribute of 
millions of dollars in cash and supplies to 
release the Bay of Pigs prisoners; • subverted 
our own judicial and legal processes by re- 
leasing Cuban criminals and gunmen In ex- 
change for Americans held In Cuban prisons. 

In dealing with the Soviet base in Cuba 
we marched up the hill last October and since 
then have marched most of the way down 
again. 

Last October the strong stand of the Presi- 
dent which had the support of a united 
Congress, widespread public approval, the 
wholehearted support of our Latin American 
states and the backing of our NATO allies 
has been frittered away. 

Khrushchev was not prepared for a show- 
down 00 miles from our bases and 6,000 miles 
from his. He may be in the future when 
his Cuban base is augmented by others. 

Despite the Monroe Doctrine and a current 
expression from the American Congress that 
foreign bases and missiles in the Western 
Hemisphere would be contrary to our vital 


national interests the Soviet Union chal- 
lenged us in our own backyard. 

During the October exchange of letters be- 
tween President Kennedy and Chairman 
Khrushchev the latter has suggested we get 
our missiles out of Turkey and Italy in ex- 
change for his getting Soviet missiles out 
of Cuba. Our Government denies any "deal.” 
But without advance consultation and agree- 
ment with our allied Italian and Turkish 
Governments we have taken our missiles out 
of those two countries. 

Was it historic coincidence or was it a 
“deal” with Khrushchev? I don’t know, 
Members of Congress of both parties have 
told me they don’t know either. 

During the Korean war the obstructionists 
to the winning of that war as advocated by 
General Douglas MacArthur said that our 
further involvement (bombing the Chinese 
Communist bases across the Yalu) would be 
fighting the wrong war. In the wrong place 
at the wrong time. 

As a U.S. Senator I did not agree with that 
defeatist policy then and as a private citizen 
I do not agree with it now after 13 years of 
reflection upon those events. 

American forces were required to fight with 
restrictions never before placed on our fight- 
ing men. They had to leave In the privileged 
sanctuary of north of the Yalu the bases 
from which Chinese Communist forces were 
attempting to decimate our divisions and 
shoot down our air power. 

At that time (in 1950-52) we were in ex- 
clusive possession of the atomic weapon and 
an effective means of delivery. 

We accepted what at best may be con- 
sidered a stalemate because we wouldn’t pur- 
sue the enemy to his lair or even to use a 
tight blockade to prevent petroleum products 
including aviation gasoline from getting to 
the enemy while we were suffering 160,000 
casualties in Korea. 

This didn’t make sense to me then and it 
doesn’t now. It was too high a price to pay 
for the good will of the neutralist states. 

Mr. Nehru’s neutralist views regarding 
Chinese Communists have changed some 
since the overrunning of Tibet and the in- 
vasion of India. 

Mine, regarding Communists are the same 
as they were before, during and since the 
Korean war. 

Even If one agrees that because of distance 
the Yalu bases where in the wrong place at 
the wrong time to meet the challenge to hu- 
man freedom can anyone say that Cuba is 
the wrong place and October of 1962 was the 
wrong time? 

Or have we become so much a captive of 
the "peace at any price” and “better red than 
dead” philosophy that we are prepared to 
surrender bit by bit and piece by piece at the 
constant “nibbling tactics” of the Soviet 
Union. 

From that high point of last October 
where President Kennedy appeared to be 
functioning in the President Theodore 
Roosevelt tradition we have been brushing 
Castro’s beard with a feather duster. 

Last Ootober we demanded the removal of 
the missiles and on the ground inspection to 
see that this was carried out. 

Though history is replete with examples 
that the word of the Soviet Unidn is not 
worth the paper upon which it is given we 
backed down from our “on the ground” in- 
spection requirement and took the word 
(without boarding their ships to inspect) of 
the Soviet Union that the canvas covered ob- 
jects on deck were Indeed all the missiles 
going back to the Soviet Union from Cuba. 
How naive can we be? 

We did not insist on the immediate with- 
drawal from Cuba of all Soviet Armed 
Forces though these as well as the missiles 
were both there contrary to the Monroe Doc- 
trine and the Rio Pact. 

An Assistant Secretary of National Defense, 
Aruthr Sylvester, has enunciated the doc- 
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trine of the "right to He” to the American 
people. He has not to thlB date been repu- 
diated by either Secretary of Defense McNa- 
mara or by the President of the United 
States. 

This Is no "refusing to comment” or “de- 
clining to give out a release" on an Inquiry 
by the press. The “right to lie” la deliber- 
ately misleading the American people. 

The administration has not escaped the 
penalty of such a policy. Millions of Ameri- 
cans no longer know when they are being 
lied to and when they are being told the 
truth. I sincerely regret this la so, for If 
there Is ever a need for a people to have con- 
fidence In the statements of the Govern- 
ment It la when we face the menace of Inter- 
national communism. 

The only way confidence will be restored Is 
for Assistant Secretary Sylvester to be re- 
moved from his Job of "managing the news” 
of the Defense establishment and for his 
“right to lie” doctrine to be repudiated by 
both President Kennedy and Secretary McNa- 
mara. Anything less will Insult the Intelli- 
gence and continue to shake the confidence 
of the American people. 

Senator Ken Keating of New York has 
more accurate Information on Cuban missile 
bases than the administration weeks In ad- 
vance of October 22. At least the Defense 
Department was denying their existence un- 
til the President's speech to the country. 
Why? The Cubans knew the missiles were 
there for they had Imported them. The So- 
viet Government knew they were there for 
they had supplied them. 

Only the American people were deceived 
and they were the ones at whom they were 
aimed. 

On Sunday. October 21, 1BG2, the news- 
papers reported that a Defense Department 
spokesman denied the cancellation of the 
trip of President Kennedy, Secretaries Rusk 
and McNamara had anything to do with the 
Cuban or Slno-Indlan crisis. 

Monday afternoon, October 22. 1082, the 
President discussed for the first time the 
proof of Soviet missile bases In Cuba. 

Weeks earlier Members of the Senate and 
the House had pointed out that Soviet mis- 
sile bases were In Cuba, 

On September 17, 1062, at the Los AngeleB 
Rotary Club, I said: “The buildup of a mis- 
sile base In Cuba — 00 miles from our shores — 
Is a clear violation of the Monroe Doctrine.” 

In April of this year President Kennedy In 
his press conference said that about 4.000 
Soviet troops had been withdrawn from Cuba. 

This still left from 12,000 to 13,000 Soviet 
troop3 in Cuba even If the 4,000 were a net 
withdrawal. 

Senator Keating states that approximately 
3,000 to 4.000 have been sent to Cuba while 
the others were being withdrawn. These 
facts have also been released by a report 
released May 9 by the Senate Preparedness 
Committee. 

I believe Senator Keating and the Senate 
committee under Senator Stennis have done 
a great service In giving the American people 
the whole picture on Cuban troop movements 
rather than Just half the picture. 

This administration after Its less than half- 
hearted aid to the free Cubans at the time of 
the Bay of Pigs disaster when only air cover 
could have assured success of the venture has 
now withdrawn support from the Cuban ex- 
iles. Not only are they forbidden to use U.S. 
territory as a point of departure which Is at 
least understandable from a point of view of 
International law but we go farther and along 
with the British Intercept them when they 
depart from other countries and are on In- 
ternational waters. 

It seems to me we are applying naval sanc- 
tions upon the wrong people. 

Thirteen years ago we gave the Commu- 
nists a sanctuary across the Yalu. Now we 
give both Cuban and Soviet Communists a 
sanctuary DO miles from our shores. 

This Is not a partisan question. Not long 


ago I spent several days In Washington. 
Democratic as well as Republican Members 
of the House and Senate are deeply troubled 
over Cuban policy or lack of one. 

The answer one gets from the whiz kids 
whoee advice finds Its way to the President Is: 
“Would you have this country Invade Cuba 
and risk the danger of all-out war?" 

They try to slam the door on congressional 
and public discussion while at the same time 
spoon feeding the public only what they 
want the public to know. 

On this they will not be successful. A great 
debate Is now underway at every crossroads, 
village, and town In America. It will spread 
until we will have an American policy that Is 
sound and defensible. 

Let me tell you what It will not be before 
I give you my views on what It should be, 

(1) It will not pay extortion or permit the 
payment of ransom to any nation. Commu- 
nist ot otherwise. 

(2) It will not torpedo the Monroe Doc- 
trine as a basic cornerstone of American 
policy. 

(3) It will not be founded upon lies, half 
truths or news blackouts In order to make 
It swallowable by the American people. 

Recognizing that there are risks Involved 
In any policy we follow other than complete 
surrender or appeasement which Is a form of 
surrender on the Installment plan I would 
be prepared to take whatever risks are In- 
volved for my country, for my family, and 
for myself. 

Our general worldwide guideline to our 
State Department and to our Foreign Serv- 
ice should be: 

The U.S. Government and the American 
people are dedicated to human freedom. 
What advances It we will support and what 
undermines or destroys It we will oppose. 

In eupport of thle general directive the 
Government of the United Statee will ex- 
amine the facts and then take whatever 
steps our national Interests require. 

We Bhall neither feel required to telegraph 
our punches In advance nor will we estab- 
lish privileged sanctuaries of operations for 
communism while communism Is engaged in 
a worldwide conspiracy to destroy human 
freedom. 

Now to the specific Cuban cancer. 

(1) The President should proclaim that 
the Monroe Doctrine has been reestablished 
as a keystone of American policy In the 
Western Hemisphere. 

(2) The President should address another 
private letter to Mr. Khrushchev stating 
thnt the continuation of Soviet forces in 
Cuba is In clear violation of the Monroe 
Doctrine and that In the Interest of our 
mutual desire to maintain the peace of the 
world they should be withdrawn. 

(3) If a completely satisfactory reply Is 
not received by the President he should ask 
to speak to a Joint session of the House and 
Senate. At this session he should ask the 
Congress for a Joint resolution In support 
of the President to secure the removal of 
every Soviet soldier from Cuba. He should 
request legislation permitting the Immediate 
recruitment, equipment and training of 
"Freedom Volunteers Corps.” I believe 
many more Americans would make their 
contributions to such a corps than con- 
tributed to the blnckmnil ransom tax-free 
donations of last year, 

If Khrushchev should be cooperative the 
President could offer to furnish sufficient 
US. transports and cargo vessels to return 
all troops and their equipment to the Soviet 
Union. If Khrushchev- Is not cooperative It 
should Include: 

(!) Joint action by all the Western 
Hemisphere countries (or as many as will co- 
operate) notifying the Soviet Union that If 
all such troops and their equipment is not 
out of Cuba by a stated date that all Soviet 
embassies will be closed and diplomatic re- 
lations will be suspended with the Soviet 
Union until such troops are withdrawn. 


(2) The placing of U.S. air, naval and 
ground forces on an alert basis at least equal 
to that which exlBted In October of 1962. 

(3) If the Soviet forces are not withdrawn 
by the date set pursuant to paragraph (1) a 
Joint blockade (both Bea and air) to cut off 
all shipments to Cuba except for food and 
medical supplies. 

(4) If the Soviet forces are not fully 
withdrawn the U.S. should encourage the 
creation of a freedom volunteer corps (air 
and ground). This would be open to free 
Cubans, Hungarian freedom fighters, mem- 
bers of UB. reserve units who could volun- 
teer without losing their retirement or other 
rights, veterans of Polish, Czechoslovakian 
World War n forces, volunteers from trained 
units of free Chinese and free Korean forces, 
and any other experienced fighters who are 
prepared to strike a blow for freedom. The 
plane cover would be flown by experienced 
combat fliers like Chennault’s Flying Tiger 
volunteers In China. 

Since these would be volunteers and since 
the use of Chinese Communist volunteers 
at the time of the Korean war were not 
looked upon by the United Nations as being 
a casus belli by the Chinese Communist 
regime, we have ample precedent and quot- 
able quotes for any who might feel called 
upon to object at the Security Council of 
the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

Such volunteers would be adequately 
equipped with air, ground, and naval forces 
to make decisive landings and/or feints 
simultaneously along the Cuban coasts. 

Its International banner could be the 
torch of freedom that Is held aloft from 
the Statue of Liberty and has been an in- 
spiration to men and women who love free- 
dom everywhere. 

(5) Notice would be served that following 
the removal of Castro and the Soviet forces 
that a trusteeship would be established 
under the Organization of American States 
until free elections could be held by the 
Cuban people. 

(6) U.S. ground, naval, or air forces would 
not be used unless the Soviet Union attempts 
to reinforce Its garrison or commit a hostile 
act against the United States or Its allies. 

This I would call the progressive squeeze 
policy to offset the Communist nibbling 
process. 

Of course risks are Involved. But If the 
signers of the Declaration of Independence 
had not taken risks, we would not be here 
now. Risks have been taken throughout 
our hlBtory to gain, preserve, and protect 
our way of life. 

The risk of doing nothing is. In my judg- 
ment, far greater to our ultimate survival. 

To International communism the time Is 
rapidly approaching, if Indeed It has not 
already long since passed for the free world 
to say, "You have gone far enough." And 
for Americans to say, “Indeed you have gone 
too far when you have established your bases 
In Cuba 00 miles from our shores." 

If wc have no confidence In ourselves, no 
real devotion to our way of life, no deter- 
mination to "pledge to each other our lives, 
our fortunes, and our sacred honor" to main- 
tain the freedom others provided, how can 
we hope to hand a free society to our chil- 
dren and grandchildren? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleague, 

Mr. HRUSKA. I thank my colleague, 
Mr. President. I am very grateful to 
him for the colloquy we have had this 
afternoon; and In that connection I also 
thank the Senator from Colorado. 


VISIT TO THE SENATE BY PARLIA- 
MENTARIANS PROM ETHIOPIA 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, the 
Senate Is privileged today to have in the 
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